Important revision to ICMJE

• Last major update 2008
• Extensive rewrite and reorganization August 2013

Recommendations for the conduct,
reporting, editing, and publication of
scholarly work in medical journals

Uniform Requirements for MS
(URM)
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Authorship criteria
2008
2013
• 1) substantial contributions
• 1. Substantial contributions
to the conception or design
to conception and design,
acquisition of data, or
of the work; or the
acquisition, analysis, or
analysis and interpretation of
data
interpretation of data for the
work; AND
2) drafting the article or
2. Drafting the work or
revising it critically for
revising it critically for
important intellectual
important intellectual
content
content; AND
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Authorship criteria (contd)
2008
• 3) final approval of the
version to be published.

2013
• 3. Final approval of the
version to be published; AND
• 4. Agreement to be
accountable for all aspects of
the work in ensuring that
questions related to the
accuracy or integrity of any
parts of the work are
appropriately investigated
and resolved.
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More on author accountability
• “In addition to being accountable for the parts of the work
he or she has done, an author should be able to identify
which co‐authors are responsible for specific other parts of
the work. In addition, authors should have confidence in the
integrity of the contributions of their co‐authors.”
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?All authors are guarantors
2008
2013
• Some journals .. request that •
one or more authors,
referred to as “guarantors”,
be identified as the persons
who take responsibility for
the integrity of the work as a
whole, from inception to
published article, and publish
that information

All authors are
guarantors
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Author selection
• “The individuals who conduct the work are responsible for
identifying who meets these criteria and ideally should do
so when planning the work, making modifications as
appropriate as the work progresses.”

GPP2 states that the publication agreement should
"confirm the authors' responsibilities to:
ensure authorship is attributed appropriately”
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Author selection
• “The criteria are not intended for use as a means to
disqualify colleagues from authorship who otherwise
meet authorship criteria by denying them the
oppoortunity to meet criterion #s 2 or 3. Therefore, all
individuals who meet the first criterion should have the
opportunity to participate in the review, drafting, and
final approval of the manuscript.”
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Group authorship
2008
2013
• All members of the group
• Increasingly, authorship of
named as authors should
multicenter trials is attributed
meet all four criteria for
to a group. All members of
authorship, including
the group who are named as
approval of the final
authors should meet the
manuscript, and they should
above criteria for authorship/
be able to take public
contributorship
responsibility for the work
and should have full
confidence in the accuracy
and integrity of the work of
other group authors.
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Group authorship (2)
2008
•

2013
• Some large multi‐author
groups designate authorship
by a group name, with or
without the names of
individuals. When submitting
a MS authored by a group,
the corresponding author
should … clearly identify the
group members who can take
credit and responsibility for
the work as authors.
10

© Sideview

Collaborators (new in 2013)
• “The byline of the article identifies who is directly
responsible for the MS, and MEDLINE lists as authors
whichever names appear on the byline. If the byline includes
a group name, MEDLINE will list the names of individual
group members who are authors or who are collaborators,
sometimes called non‐author contributors, if there is a note
associated with the byline clearly stating that the individual
names are elsewhere in the paper and whether those
names are authors or collaborators.”
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Contributors
2008
2013
• All contributors who do not • Contributors who meet fewer
meet the criteria for
than all 4 of the above
authorship should be listed in
criteria for authorship should
an acknowledgments section.
not be listed as authors, but
Examples … include .. a
they should be
person who provided purely
acknowledged. Examples
technical help, writing
include … writing assistance,
assistance …
technical editing, language
editing, and proofreading.
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Acknowledgees
2008
• Because readers may infer
their endorsement of the
data and conclusions, these
persons must give written
permission to be
acknowledged.

2013
• Because acknowledgment
may imply endorsement by
acknowledged individuals of
a study’s data and
conclusions, editors are
advised to require that the
corresponding author obtain
written permission to be
acknowledged from all
acknowleged individuals
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What are journals doing?
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The Lancet – author statement form
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Lancet – author statement form
• List author contributions (must match contributors’
statement in the manuscript)
• Role of funding source
• Conflicts of interest
• “I agree with: the plan to submit to The Lancet; the
contents of the manuscript; to being listed as an author;
and to the conflicts of interest statement as summarised. I
have had access to all the data in the study (for original
research articles) and accept responsibility for its validity.”
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BMJ
• Ref to ICMJE 4 criteria
• Contributorship
– “The BMJ lists contributors in two ways. Firstly, we publish a list of
authors' names at the beginning of the paper and, secondly, we list
contributors (some of whom may not be included as authors) at the
end of the paper, giving details of who did what in planning,
conducting, and reporting the work.”

• Guarantor
– “One or more of these contributors are listed as guarantors of the
paper. The guarantor accepts full responsibility for the work and/or
the conduct of the study, had access to the data, and controlled the
decision to publish.”
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BMJ contd
• Group authorship
• “If there is a very large number of authors we may ask for
confirmation that everyone listed met the ICMJE criteria for
authorship. If they did, we may then suggest that the
authors form a group whose name will appear in the article
byline.
• We appreciate that authors may be concerned that their
work will not be properly recognised if they form a group,
but this is unfounded. MEDLINE guidance can handle group
authorship and still give each individual due credit …”
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BMJ: Group authorship
“if authors form a group for the article's main byline they will
also be listed individually:
• as collaborators in the article's Medline/PubMed record
• as authors in a group authorship statement at the end of the
article on bmj.com
• as contributors in the contributorship statement at the end
of the article on bmj.com”
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JAMA
• Still cites old ICMJE criteria…. (as at Dec 2013)
• Use authorship form
• checkbox style (based on old ICMJE criteria)

will be updating
Ifor A in early
2014
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NEJM
Authorship
• cites 2013 ICMJE plus
• “It is the responsibility of every person listed as an author of
an article published in NEJM to have contributed in a
meaningful and identifiable way to the design, performance,
analysis, and reporting of the work, and agree to be
accountable for all aspects of the work.”
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How many journals list contributors?
• No recent global data
• ICMJE strongly recommends this
• Survey of 234 journal IforAs in 2006 found only
21 (9%) described individuals’ contributions
• Wager Medscape General Medicine 2007;9:16

• Survey of 59 Indian medical journals in 2010 found that 30 (51%)
required contributions to be described
• Jaykaran et al Indian J Med Ethics 2011;8:36‐8

• Survey of 49 Pakistani medical journals in 2008 found that
only 1 (3%) required contributions to be described
• Samad et al Pak J Med Sci 2009;6:879‐82
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Neurology does not follow ICMJE
• Neurology defines an author as a person who has made a substantive
intellectual contribution to the submitted manuscript. A substantive
contribution includes one or more of the following:

• Design or conceptualization of the study
• OR analysis or interpretation of the data
• OR drafting or revising the manuscript for intellectual
content
• Professional writers employed by pharmaceutical companies or other
academic, governmental, or commercial entities who have drafted or
revised the intellectual content of the paper must be included as
authors.
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EMWA guidelines
on role of medical writers
• In most publications reporting clinical trials, a medical
writer who has not been involved in study design, data
analysis, or interpretation will not qualify to be listed as
an author according to the Vancouver criteria
• However, they may qualify for authorship of review
articles, for example if they have conducted an
extensive literature search

Do we need different criteria for
different types of article?
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Who should set authorship criteria?
•
•
•
•

Researchers themselves
Institutions
Funders
Journals

• Collaboration
• What about multi‐disciplinary research?
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Order of author listing
remains problematic
• ?Should journals provide guidance on this
• Important in academic reward systems
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Harvard policy
• “Many different ways of determining order of authorship exist across
disciplines, research groups, and countries. Examples of authorship
policies include descending order of contribution, placing the person
who took the lead in writing the manuscript or doing the research first
and the most experienced contributor last, and alphabetical or random
order. While the significance of a particular order may be understood in
a given setting, order of authorship has no generally agreed upon
meaning.
• As a result, it is not possible to interpret from order of authorship the
respective contributions of individual authors. Promotion committees,
granting agencies, readers, and others who seek to understand how
individual authors have contributed to the work should not read into
order of authorship their own meaning, which may not be shared by the
authors themselves.”
http://hms.harvard.edu/about‐hms/integrity‐academic‐medicine/hms‐
policy/faculty‐policies‐integrity‐science/authorship‐guidelines
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Finally, some good news!

• ORCID
• Open Researcher & Contributor ID
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Author identification:
• Provides a ‘persistent digital identifier’ for
individual researchers
• Not‐for‐profit consortium
• Adopted by several major journals
(incorporated into MS workflow)
• Useful for author databases
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445,324 IDs and counting …

Shows previous name

Links to other ID systems (eg Scopus)
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Conclusions
• ICMJE authorship criteria have changed
• Check your journal instructions if you refer to ICMJE
• Need to educate / inform authors
• Consider an editorial and/or authorship form
• Contributorship = useful for readers
• may prevent ghost or guest authors
• ?not understood by academia
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